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Today, development, security and human rights go hand in hand; no one of them can advance very far without the other two. Indeed, anyone who speaks forcefully for human rights but does nothing about human security and human development -or vice versa -undermines both his credibility and his cause. So let us speak with one voice on all three issues, and let us work to ensure that freedom from want, freedom from fear and freedom to live in dignity carry real meaning for those most in need.
2
From Simplistic Representations to Realities
In a context of globalisation, and in particular with the liberalisation of global economies, there has been a trend towards a reduced role for the public sector as the primary vehicle for the delivery of national policy. At the same time, states' emphasis on providing 'human security' is being interpreted from a strictly security-based perspective, which risks criminalising parts of society already living in exclusion. Often driven by public opinion, such an approach risks ignoring the vital role of the juvenile justice system (functioning based on international norms and standards), not only for children's security, but also for the security of the population as a whole.
Many countries adopt short-sighted policies that are aimed at achieving immediate political gain, rather than investing over the long-term in preventive approaches. In other words, 'punish quickly rather than educate slowly'. To varying degrees, the marginalisation of the juvenile justice system is a universal phenomenon and, even in countries with the economic means to support alternative approaches to prison sentencing, we see 'curfews' imposed in urban areas, or the announcement of measures (ultimately cancelled) for the detection of children 'predisposed to delinquency' from nursery school age (France). In the 1960s, marginal and anti-establishment behaviour was seen as an inevitable, indeed worthwhile, symptom of generational change: today's rhetoric revolves around the 'antisocial' behaviour of minors (United Kingdom). This has gone as far as the Swiss government's approval of the sale of 'Mosquito' devices to homeowners: these devices emit ultrasound waves which can only be heard by animals and youths under the age of 25, and are used to deter the latter.
Associated with urbanisation, an increase in juvenile delinquency tends to be a symptom of social exclusion: for many families life is about survival and as such their children are expected to contribute (if the family link has been maintained), or to take care of themselves (if the family link has been broken). More than half of the world's population now lives in cities, with the majority of economic migrants having moved away from rural areas because of their livelihoods no longer being guaranteed in rural environments where traditional forms of community solidarity have broken down. This psychology of survival can blur the perception that juveniles have of the line between legality and illegality, especially where these youth are physically or psychologically restricted and stressed.
Efforts to combat juvenile delinquency will often be reflected by authorities introducing repressive legislation and in a hardening of attitudes among law enforcement and judicial officers. Resulting actions may include: reduction of the age of criminal responsibility; increase in the length of custodial sentences for minors (who are sometimes detained with adultsprison being acknowledged as 'the school of crime'; dramatic 'round-up' actions or crackdown operations; the criminalisation of vagrancy and begging; and the creation of educational detention centres (presented as alternatives to prison, but whose conditions of detention are often equivalent to those of prison).
In some particularly underprivileged countries, the judicial system is administered in a both hasty and lax manner: for a simple case of cattle rustling, juveniles are remanded in custody for lengthy periods without speedy trial, decision or sentence, and even forgotten about. Holding public office does not allow police or judicial officers to act -or not to act -in total impunity and illegality, or in ways that are an abuse of their power and position. Good governance pre-supposes that public actors can be monitored, held accountable and, if necessary, sanctioned.
In every country of the world, regardless of its level of economic development, policy-makers come up against the problem of juvenile
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The distinction between the delinquency of youths in rich countries that are testing limits, and the delinquency of survival of youths in poor countries is no longer always relevant. Family break-up is no less common in rich countries than in poor countries, although the reasons and cultural and traditional contexts may differ greatly. The psychological abandonment of children in some rich families is indeed equal to the physical and material abandonment experienced by children of poor families.
Differences between rich and poor countries lie not only in the resources available to the state to implement alternatives to detention but also in the influence and capacity of civil society stakeholders (associations, non-governmental organisations, etc.) to influence policy. However, there are also significant risks in the state progressively offloading parts of its responsibility to private welfare and charitable associations -often operating with private funding -particularly in relation to entrusting them with the education and rehabilitation of juvenile offenders and their reintegration into the community.
The frequently cited argument of budgetary constraints is both true and false. True, because juvenile justice is always the poor relation when it comes to government spending in the justice system; but false, because the implementation of sound co-operation between trained professionals can yield results even with small budgets. Added to this is the fact that, in many countries, the economic insecurity of a significant part of the population, sometimes the majority, can be linked to issues such as state withdrawal and the privatisation of public services, sometimes under pressure from international financial institutions, but which can ultimately result in increases in juvenile delinquency.
Aside from the legal requirement to comply with international norms and standards, states must realise that for the overwhelming majority of firsttime minor offenders the cost effectiveness of social work and education in an open environment is far more favourable than investing in costly penitentiary institutions, despite the latter having a higher profile and as such a more appealing aspect concerning public opinion. In some countries, it would be worthwhile comparing the price of one day of juvenile detention with the cost of a day in an average hotel in the same city.
In addition, the construction and maintenance of correctional facilities may have the opposite effect of the desired outcome. While detention conditions may improve momentarily, there is a risk of an increase in custodial sentencing and of this punishment being applied for more minor crimes. Indeed, where the private sector is involved, if new facilities are 'put on the market', they will have to be filled to make them profitable.
It should also be noted that in a 'globalised' world, the growth of the migratory phenomenon, internal or international, legal or illegal, places juveniles at extreme risk, sometimes encouraged by their own families, sometimes coerced by traffickers in order to commit illegal or criminal activities. Delinquency among foreign juveniles often leads to the application of marginal, even unlawful, methods in the host country, in a 'two weights, two measures' approach in breach of international standards (including the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child). The primary obligation of protecting these children, cut-off from their families, is often neglected in favour of arbitrary proceedings, the meanings of which are often not understood by the minors involved.
Finally, major changes affecting the way in which internal and international armed conflicts are conducted have exacerbated the phenomenon of children recruited into armed forces, militia, guerrilla movements, or other, more or less spontaneously constituted, armed groups. The administration of juvenile justice can become all the more problematic as states, faced with internal strife, impose exceptional legal regimes (as is the case for Palestinian children in Israel), or a sort of 'military law', which waives the requirement to handle juveniles according to the standard criminal code. However, what is clear is that the actual recruitment itself is a form of exploitation and an abuse of power -more often than not under duress -which requires that the child be treated first and foremost as a victim before being considered as a criminal, regardless of the acts committed in combat.
Promoting State Sovereignty and Security
Generally, a state's responsibility for human security within the territories under its jurisdiction must be perceived as extending to the security of all persons within those territories, and not simply to the security of the state and its institutions. A state's sovereignty cannot be considered as referring exclusively to the security of its own existence and its own governance. Equally, a state that is not in a position to ensure a minimum of security and respect for the human rights of its children, including those responsible for misdemeanours and petty crime, is not deserving of recognition as sovereign on its soil. Given that every year 120 to 130 million children are born into the world (and as an aside, it should be noted that a third have no civil registration at birth), and in light of the relative drop in the birth rate, including in some poor countries, we can estimate that between three and four billion children will be born in the next 50 years. Forty-five percent of today's global population is under 18. The issue of childhood does in fact concern the rights of almost half of humanity -those who will be the humanity of tomorrow.
As such, justice is the very expression of state sovereignty. Neither cultural forces nor foreign interference justify the systematic detention of juvenile offenders through the practice of preventive detention for long durations and under inhumane living conditions which would not even be tolerated for adults.
Juvenile delinquents are also juveniles at risk, and the juvenile justice system must be as much about justice based on protection as it is about justice based on sanctions. Juvenile justice is not a marginal justice: it does not consist of applying 'preferential' measures or making 'humanitarian exceptions' on the pretext that juvenile delinquency is a social, not a legal, problem, or that it is simply a noble principle serving only to conceal arbitrary procedures and practices. The administration of juvenile justice has for decades been subject to international standards, with the requirement that they be applied to national laws and procedures, and which as such require the police, judiciary and correction services to adopt a primarily educational approach to juvenile justice rather than a repressive approach.
The protection of the rights of the child is easily and widely accepted when dealing with child victims (of traffickers, or violence in any form), but it is much more difficult when dealing with child offenders.
The Copenhagen Declaration on Social Development from the 1995 World Summit for Social Development 3 (in which 115 countries participated) provided a vision for social development based on the promotion of social progress, justice and the betterment of the human condition, based on full participation by all. As such, children should be considered as participants and beneficiaries of an approach designed in the higher interest of their future and that of the society in which they live. Social action is not simply concerned with managing the needs of a population deemed to be marginal, abandoned, and left reliant on the initiative of private social and humanitarian associations. While the state cannot be expected to be all-providing, and private stakeholders have their place, the state must, as a minimum, guarantee the conditions of equality of opportunity and access to justice for all. Fairness in the implementation of human rights is one of the foundations of human security.
The United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child (the 'Convention') defines a child as any human being below the age of 18 years. We should add in respect of this age-based definition that the child is a human being in his or her own right (and not in the 'ante-chamber' of humanity). The child's dignity is equal to that of every other human being, but the child has relative capacities of perception (in relation to the consequences of his or her actions), expression (limited language proficiency), and defence (both physical and psychological). This definition, which underpins the existence of the juvenile justice system and the international norms and standards in this field, also underscores the priority of a restorative approach over a punitive approach. Educational work with the juvenile, and social work with his/her family and community, may perhaps only obtain a 50 percent success rate, but a purely repressive approach (namely via the deprivation of liberty) guarantees almost 100 percent failure.
Even in cases of deprivation of liberty, this does abrogate responsibility for the protection of the juvenile's rights. There is no such thing as human security without legal and ethical references to international human rights instruments: family contact, respect of physical and psychological integrity, respect for privacy at all stages of the proceedings, the right to information, the right to practice a religion, etc.
Debates over juvenile justice have forever focussed on the choice between 'retributive' or 'restorative justice' (repression or education). Each individual develops his or her own opinion, inclination and argument according to their perception, experience or role. Ministries of the interior, justice and defence, as well as legislators, may tend to take a 'repressive' stance, while the Ministries of health, social affairs and family, and many representatives of civil society promote the 'educational' approach. Advocates of retributive justice are persuaded by the effectiveness of punishments that deprive people of their liberty -although the more sceptical take refuge in the argument of 'a shortage of resources' to justify custodial sentencing -while claiming to regret it. Advocates of restorative justice believe in the importance of removing the juvenile offender from judicial proceedings -although in the absence of real means for an education-based policy, juveniles are faced with police and judicial practices of which they understand little and during which they are subject to arbitrary decisions by untrained personnel, without the means to defend themselves or exercise their rights (with which they themselves are often not familiar).
Under these circumstances, it becomes apparent that the most serious breaches of the rights of juvenile offenders do not necessarily stem from malicious actions of any kind but more often than not from widespread ignorance over basic standards and procedures, and a lack of training on the part of the parties concerned.
The very concept of human security alludes to a restorative-based approach. Good governance, with a view to securing democratic progress, implies that the state, which is at once the source and the guarantor of human rights, must strive to inform public opinion on child rights, and deal with children in line with international norms and standards, including using deprivation of liberty only as a measure of last resort. Any decision, or punitive measure, that compounds the child's exclusion from the community is unlikely to succeed.
In what way is being deprived of liberty a lesson in liberty? (J. P. Rosenczweig).
Restorative-based approaches are all the more valid in that, in almost all countries and cultures, tradition and custom have at some stage been based on mediation and reconciliation when faced with breaches of its rules by minors. When launching a project in a country, it is important to use the national laws in force, provided they do not conflict with international principles. It is important to first work with what is in place before trying to change things -but, gaps in the law should not be used as a pretext or reason for failing to innovate in terms of alternatives to the imprisonment of minors. Indeed, national law invariably offers the possibility of developing alternative measures to detention, even if only through a word or a phrase, and can also be inspired by existing, relevant local practices or customs. This does not mean that all traditional punishments, notably corporal punishment, are still acceptable today. The pressure of public opinion is all too often given as a pretext for immediate recourse to a repressive approach, in particular for minor offences committed by first-time offenders. However, the Ministry of Justice always has the option of putting in place pilot projects on a test basis in order to first demonstrate the benefits of pursuing alternatives before proposing amendments to the law governing juvenile delinquency.
Tried and Tested Good Practices
The Convention excludes the imposition of capital punishment or life imprisonment without the possibility of release for offences committed by persons under 18 years (Article 37.a), yet such sentences persist in some states that have ratified the Convention.
At all stages of the juvenile justice process, children who are alleged to have committed offences are entitled to be treated 'in a manner consistent with the promotion of the child's sense of dignity and worth, which reinforces the child's respect for the human rights and fundamental freedoms of others and which takes into account the child's age and the desirability of promoting the child's reintegration and the child's assuming a constructive role in society' (Article 40.1). Children have the right to be protected from all forms of torture and cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment (Article 37.a) and any other form of abuse (Article 19).
Street children are among the most vulnerable victims of the most extreme forms of violence, including extrajudicial or summary execution, in many countries. Homeless children are particularly vulnerable to such violence, though children working in the streets are also at great risk even if they are still living with their families. Violence against this group of children represents a particularly egregious violation of their rights (Articles 6 and 37, among others), as it follows upon the failure of the state to offer protection and care to children whose rights are already under attack. 4 Juvenile justice is not 'compassionate' justice because it concerns children. Being a child does not preclude one's entitlement to benefit from the rule of law and the safeguards it provides: a child has the right of defence, the right to the presumption of innocence, the right of appeal, etc. The juvenile justice system also needs to recognise its responsibilities, not just towards the child offender, but also to the child witness and child victim. A distinction must be made between:

A child in conflict with the law, who will be dealt with by the criminal justice system.  A child at risk, who will be of concern for welfare services and not the courts.  A child victim or witness, who must benefit from protection measures Good administration of the juvenile justice system implies the specialisation of police, judiciary, educational and welfare staff at every stage of proceedings, trained in the rules regarding children's rights, as well
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Capital punishment and life imprisonment must be permanently and universally abolished for offenders who were minors at the time of events.  The child must be heard in an appropriate manner, i.e. in accordance with his or her age and maturity, and this includes the presumption of innocence.  From the initial questioning stage, the approach must be instructional, based on the juvenile's understanding of the consequences of his or her actions and the sanctions applied to him or her.
The idea of conflict resolution should guide all proceedings, where possible via the use of reparations to compensate the victim. A balance must be sought between the victim's claims and the juvenile offender's situation as, in practice, one is often more compassionate towards the person having suffered the wrongdoing than towards the person who committed it.  In all cases, educational, non-custodial sanctions must be the rule, and detention must remain the exception: preventive detention is a procedural act only and must on no account be selected as an immediate sanction.  In the case of misdemeanours or crimes committed by juveniles with a group of adults, the separation of proceedings is a compulsory legal obligation, from the beginning of proceedings until the conclusion of the measures or sanctions.
Experience shows that the training of public actors in juvenile justice must be multi-disciplinary: juvenile justice can only progress if the respective professions involved know their respective legal responsibilities, limitations and possibilities. This approach also avoids inopportune interference in the other party's actions: the lawyer must not be expected to play the role of the social worker and vice versa, etc.
Among the parties, the judge is one of the key persons for the smooth running of the juvenile justice system. All of the other actors are subject to his or her decisions and supervision from the start of proceedings (where there was no possibility of out-of-court settlement) until the point at which the sanction has been fully enforced. Actors in the juvenile justice system cannot therefore receive training without the active presence of judges. However, judges are notoriously reluctant to undertake training programmes alongside other professionals such as police officers, educators and social workers, but an alternative approach can be to invite them as trainers. Experience shows that once the various professions have gained mutual recognition and respect, they are better placed to identify appropriate solutions, even if temporary, which offer more effective and less costly alternatives to the routine recourse to strictly repressive measures.
Judicial proceedings must be conducted in such a way as to avoid victimisation, trauma or discrimination of the offender (and equally victims and witnesses). As such, any juvenile questioned by the authorities must be provided the following opportunities and guarantees, among others:
To be judged for offences committed, and not according to the demands of, or under pressure from, victims or public opinion.  Contact with his or her family, where possible.  Rapid recourse to free legal aid and a lawyer.  To be informed of the complaints mechanisms available in case of violation of his/her integrity during detention.  To be briefed and guided throughout proceedings with respect, benevolence and sensitivity, in a language which he/she understands (from questioning during the investigation, to hearings and counsel's address during the trial, and during disciplinary proceedings during detention, etc.).
To be monitored by a social worker able to establish a background check that the judge can use to determine appropriate educational or punitive measures (or combination thereof) in accordance with both the personal situation of the juvenile and the seriousness of the offence.  That legal periods of custody and preventive detention are respected.
Alternatives to detention may be applied at any stage of proceedings, from initial questioning, until the end of the application of punitive measures. Furthermore, any decision and any punitive measure applied to a minor must be considered reversible at any given moment, under the supervision of the juvenile judge, according to the child's development, his or her behaviour, and according to the outcome of the educational follow-up he or she receives.
Alternatives are at once a means of conflict resolution, restoring social harmony, repairing the harm suffered, improving public safety and promoting respect for child rights. Alternatives may be introduced in some of the following ways.
Pre-trial: diversion by means of out-of-court settlement. Depending on the country, police officers may be empowered to settle the problem without initiating legal proceedings.  Pre-sentencing: legal proceedings are suspended while an alternative is sought, and if this is successful the judge dismisses the case.  Post-trial: either the convicted youth is not sentenced, or the youth is sentenced but the sentence is not applied, in order to find alternatives.
The applicable alternatives must be appropriate for the age and maturity of the juvenile, and match the seriousness of the offences committed. In the case of minor offences committed by first-time offenders, some alternatives avoid the case being referred to the legal authorities, allowing the child to recognise the consequences of his or her actions and make the parents aware of their responsibilities, but without a criminal record being created. The principle of diversion pre-supposes the consent of the minor and his/her parents or legal guardians, and a restorative approach to justice based on relationships (not the offence), reparation (not the sanction), restoration of social ties (not deterrence), consideration of the victim, and a sense of personal responsibility.
Diversion aims to break the vicious circle of stigmatisation, violence, humiliation and the breakdown of social bonds. It circumvents the 'school of crime' (i.e. detention facilities), reduces the risk of recidivism, avoids legal expenses, and fosters integration rather than exclusion from the social context. Contrary to popular opinion, a large majority of first-time offenders who benefit from these alternatives do not re-offend. Measures include admonition, reprimand or warning (for the juvenile and the parents), conciliation or informal mediation, community service, probation, or supervision by welfare or education services. All these procedures suppose that the actors involved are trained in these practices and that the two parties are in agreement (recognition of the deed by the juvenile and the victim's consent).
Other diversionary approaches exist, even once a case has been referred to the prosecutor.
Release on probation and re-evaluation by the social worker in association with the family -this procedure being subject to a social report submitted to the judge within a period set by the latter.  Placement in a non-custodial institution with a socio-educational function, when the age, circumstances or the safety of the juvenile demand or permit it.  Criminal mediation, initiated by the judge -this can only take place if the victim and the perpetrator of the criminal offence are in agreement. It respects the rights of complainants and alleged perpetrators who may be advised or assisted by a lawyer or other appropriate person of their choosing. It provides a solution to the criminal dispute in a way that is flexible, rapid and simple, by seeking amicable solutions. It enables communication to be restored between the disputing parties and thus moves towards social appeasement.
Community service -performing work to benefit the community, the village or district -is a feature of many customs and traditions. Its use must not be an occasion to exploit the work capacity of a child but, to the contrary, should give him or her an opportunity to realise his or her potential within the community while benefiting from a learning opportunity.
The Need for National and Local Indicators
In many countries, the statistical recording of the number and conditions of juveniles who are detained or placed in an institution is gravely lacking. Indeed at times, juveniles are subject to judicial proceedings without a case file, or their files are mislaid. In some countries, statistics only exist for the capital city, and perhaps a handful of major towns, and ignore locally applied procedures and methods, about which no-one really knows the extent of arbitrary practices used against juvenile offenders.
The United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime/United Nations Children's Fund Manual for the Measurement of Juvenile Justice Indicators 5 introduces fifteen juvenile justice indicators to assist local and national officials in establishing sustainable information systems to monitor the situation of children in conflict with the law. The indicators are grouped and presented as follows.
Quantitative Indicators:
1)
Number of children arrested during a 12-month period 2)
Number of children in detention 3)
Number of children in pre-sentence detention 4)
Time spent by children in detention before sentencing 5)
Time spent by children in detention after sentencing 6)
Number of child deaths in detention during a 12-month period 7)
Percentage of children in detention not wholly separated from adults 8)
Percentage of children in detention who have been visited by, or visited, parents, guardian or an adult family member 9)
Percentage of children sentenced receiving a custodial sentence 10) Percentage of children diverted or sentenced who enter a pre-sentence diversion scheme 11) Percentage of children released from detention receiving aftercare
Policy Indicators:
12) Existence of a system guaranteeing regular independent inspection of places of detention 13) Existence of a complaints system for children in detention 14) Existence of a specialised juvenile justice system 15) Existence of a national plan for the prevention of child involvement in crime A combined analysis of the fifteen indicators is considered necessary for the assessment of the situation of children in conflict with the law. However, in situations where it may not be possible to measure all fifteen, a number of 'core' indicators are identified as priority, namely: indicator onechildren in detention; indicator three -children in pre-sentence detention; indicator nine -custodial sentencing; indicator ten -pre-sentence diversion; and indicator fourteen -specialised juvenile justice system.
Armed Conflict Cannot Be a Pretext for Marginalising Juvenile Justice
Outside the context of armed conflict, some countries lawfully recruit children into government armed forces, others joining military schools with a view to enlisting into the armed forces at a future date. As these children are subject to the military legal system, the Committee on the Rights of the Child has raised a number of questions about the nature of the criminal procedure, and applicable sanctions, in terms of safeguards and compliance with Articles 37 and 40 of the Convention. Questions must also be raised about the technical and ethical content of training given in these schools.
However, other children also find themselves directly and actively involved in conflict through their recruitment by armed state or non-state actors. In cases of 'child soldiers' tried for crimes committed during an armed conflict, a complex question is whether the fact of being under the age of criminal responsibility can, or should, be systematically used to exempt them from judicial proceedings. What is clear is that applying blanket impunity to transitional justice processes may risk, in the event of a resumption of hostilities, encouraging warlords to recruit children to commit atrocities, in the belief that these minors will evade prosecution. However, what needs to be clearly and rigorously acknowledged is that the warlords themselves, in engaging in under-age recruitment in the first place, have committed war crimes for which they should be held accountable.
Regarding the involvement of child soldiers in post-conflict proceedings forming part of a national reconciliation process, they must benefit from measures designed for the protection of child witnesses or victims, as provided for under international law, regardless of whether their recruitment was voluntary or forced.
Child victims and witnesses denotes children and adolescents, under the age of 18, who are victims of crime or witnesses to crime regardless of their role in the offence or in the prosecution of the alleged offender or groups of offenders. 6 It should be noted here that in Articles 37 and 40 of the Convention, concerning the deprivation of liberty and the administration of juvenile justice, it is at no point specified that a conflict or post-conflict situation authorises any derogation from the strict application of the principles of juvenile justice on the grounds of a legal exception. Furthermore, a study by the United Nations Sub-Commission on the Promotion and Protection of Human Rights concluded that military tribunals should not have, as a matter of principle, the jurisdiction to judge anyone under the age of 18. 7 In post-conflict situations, the restoration of the rule of law should be used as an 'opportunity' to reform the juvenile justice system in compliance with international standards, and integrate it into the establishment of a broader human security policy. The chaotic nature of the post-conflict environment requires that re-establishing a functioning juvenile justice system, including prevention, be set as a priority, at the risk of seeing countless minors turn into habitual offenders. At the same time, the prevention of maltreatment and sexual abuse in institutions or places of detention for the civilian population should be dealt with as an issue of the utmost seriousness.
When an international force intervenes during or after a conflict to oversee an end to hostilities, or for peacekeeping purposes, safeguards to judicial procedure must also be secured in accordance with international standards. Local personnel must be trained to this end, in particular, in countries where relevant national laws are incompatible with international standards or, worse still, are non-existent. Also, in the face of criminal behaviour by members of foreign military and humanitarian forces intervening in situations where the civilian population is especially vulnerable, in particular children, it should be noted that the legal immunity of these military or UN forces does not necessarily extend to covering crimes committed in relation to the civilian population: for example, in cases of child prostitution, or extortion of sexual favours for humanitarian assistance, as has been reported in Africa or Asia in recent years.
Finally, in the context of the 'war on terror', some governments have enacted exceptional laws and procedures that make no distinction between juveniles and adults 'suspected' of acts of terror. Incarcerated with adults from their apprehension, or in preventive detention, their fate is sometimes determined in total non-compliance with basic legal procedures and guarantees of due process such as the presumption of innocence, the right of defence or the right of appeal against the deprivation of liberty. This is not to mention the total absence of social or psychological support. The 'war on terror', having resulted in an extension of preventive and surveillance measures for the civilian population, also means that even during simple public demonstrations (distribution of tracts, etc.), juveniles are increasingly vulnerable to arbitrary arrest and detention, or to being handled 'in secret' along with adults.
The concept underpinning why under-18s need special protection when they come into conflict with the law does not become invalid merely because they are members of the armed forces or because additional or exceptional legal powers apply. The reasons why children and juveniles are recognised as needing and deserving different treatment remain applicable -so should the requisite standards. 8 
